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speakers at the meeting rightly reminded him that he had done nothing for
the Natives^ and that East London was the only place in the Cape Colony
where the Natives had not the right to walk on the foot-paths. The speaker
rightly blamed Sir Gordon for having sanctioned the municipal regula-
tions referred to, and the only lame reply that he (Sir Gordon) could make
was that it was a municipal matter, and that he did not wish to judge the
Council's action. What, however, is of more immediate interest to us is
the indirect light thrown on the question by the Mayor of East London,
who said that

the regulation laws were to some extent due to the re-opening of the canteens
because when natives were in drink, they would give way to no one, not even
to white ladies. Very possibly, if the canteens were closed again, there would
be no need to enforce the regulation.

If the facts arc as the Mayor has staled, there seems to bo some excuse
for the regulation, so far as the Natives are concerned, though we cannot
see why such people could not be prosecuted and severely punished for
being drunk and disorderly and causing an obstruction. The proper
method would undoubtedly be to deal with the evil in some such manner,
and in accordance with the ordinary rules of wrong-doing. Be that, however,
as it may, there can be no such excuse for the application of the regulation
to the handful of British Indians residing in East London, against whom
no one has ever breathed a charge of drunkenness or of obstruction. So
far as we are informed, there never has been a case of drunkenness among
the Indians in East London. We understand that the Indian Association
at East London has approached the Town Council of that place in the
matter, and we sincerely hope that, if the reason for introducing the regula-
tions be what the Mayor has expressed, they will be cancelled so far as
they are applicable to the British Indians.
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104. PETERSBURG AGAIN
Pictcrsburg, which last year led the way in harassing British Indian
store-keepers,1 continues its policy with unabated vigour. The newly formed
Town Council, in its anxiety to keep up the persecution, has now passed a
resolution that even hawkers are not to be allowed to carry on their trade
without molestation. Mr. Krause, one of the members of the Town Council^
has proposed that
a bye-law be drafted stating that no licenses would be issued to Asiatics or
coloured persons except for trading in such places as arc set aside for them
specially.
Mr. Chittenden seconded the resolution and, continues the ^oulpansburg
Review, "it was agreed that infringement of the bye-law, if confirmed by the
Lieutenant-Governor, should be punishable by a fine of ^20 or six months
1 Vide W. Ill, pp. 273, 288^9,